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i CRITIQUE OF "STATE AND REVOLUTION” 


Introduction LS : 
. The Bolshevik-Soviet insurrection of October, 1917, the 
."Russian Revolution", began the historic test of left-wing Social 
Democracy. The mainstream, after three years of support to the 
opposed blocs of capital in the world war, was way behind the 

mass of radicalizing workers in Europe. But now, in 1917, the 
"Zimmerwald Left", the scant few who had denounced the Social 
Democratic policy on the war and had called on the workers of the 
world to "turn the imperialist war into civil wars" back in 1915, 
were winning mass support of workers in Russia, Hungary, Germany, 
and around the world. But, unfortunately, the wage-slaves of vai 
capital, in responding to their more radical slogans, were only 
calling their “revolutionary” bluff. 


Lenin's State and Revolution, which was finished in the summer 

of 1917, was the single most comprehensive theoretical reflection c 
the left Social Democratic movements, and understanding its contra:- 
wietions is the key to the Bolshevik tragedy. The major concern 
Lenin in this work is to attack the prevailing Social Democratic 
notion thet the proletariat can. take over or "“sieze” the boursg2sis 
state and-tutn it into an instrument for defending proletariezn 
‘interests. Indeed, Lenin argued, the capitalist state must be 

_ stashed; but, unfortunately, this is where Lenin stopped. The 
capitalist economy, he maintained, could be taken over by the new 
"proletarian state". In contrast to the governmental/military 
bureaucracies, which could never be controlled by the workers, thc 
managerial/commercial/financial bureaucracies of the economy (21= 
though many times larger and more powerful) would offer no obstacle 
to "workers control". Such was the curious logic of Lenirism. 


But Lonin was so consumed with the question of state power, 
that he nearly ignored the more fundamental problem of the economy, 
Frequentiy he slips into defining the state simply as "standing 
pedies of armed men" rather than standing bodies cf armed men whc 
dofend certain economic relations. (Primitive communist tribes car‘. 


ried "arms" ~~ 'nout having political states), Lenin’s emphasis o-. 
the poi tic:l cverthrow of the bourgeoisie (as opposed to emphari. 
zing its «:¢=mie overthrow) is also found in Marx at times: "Mec. 
theory: ‘the state, i.e., the proletariat organized as the rulinz 
clecs’ js inseparably bound up with all he taught cn the revolutic. 
ary role of the proletariat in history. The culmination of this rc 
is the proletarian dictatorsh’n. tse political rule of the prole- 
tariat." (Lenin, quoting and »::aphrasing Marx in State end 


Revolution, Chapter IZi, Section I). 

| Lenin did break, however, from Marx's method in the sense thet 
Murx studied thereal world while Lenin only stucied Marx, ‘he 
arguasat® of State and Revolution never rise above a dull «nd 
unsuccessful sc olasticism. It was unsuccessful because his 
unquestioned authorities, Marx and Engels, tever were cles: ‘on the 
relation of the proletarian revolution to the state; and Lenin is 
reduced to stretching their quoves out of context. 


- FROM THEORY TO PRACTICE | , 


_ .The Bolshevik attempt to take control of capital's hug: 
economic apparatus was a dismal failure. After October, while the 
Bolsheviks insisted they were in control of the economic 


= ad 


bureaucracies, it became increasingly clear that the economic 
bureaucracies were in control of the Bolsheviks. In other words, - 
there were certain measures. that the Bolsheviks had planned to  -° 
carry out against the bureaucracy, which they later proved unable 
to do. Hence they were not really in control of the managers, — 
bankers, directors, generals, etc.}; but rather the. latter were in 
control of them. The-following quote shows that the Bolsheviks — 
orignally intended to subject the whole world of institutional . 
hierarchies to election and reduce their pay to ‘workmen's wages". _ 
(While Lenin refers here only to "servants of the state", bear in 
mind that after the nationalizations in June of 1918 everyone | 


became a state employee. ) | ns | 
"In this connection the measures adopted by the Commune and 
emphasized by Marx are particularly noteworthy, viz., the... 
abolition of all representation allowances, and of all monetary 
privileges in the case of officials, the reduction of the 
remuneration of all servants of the state to the level of | 
‘workmen's wages.’ This shows more clearly than anything else 
the turn from bourgeois democracy to proletarian democracy, 
from the democracy of the oppressors to the democracy of the 
oppressed classes, from the state as a ‘special force’ for the 
suppression of a given class to the suppression of the oppressors 
by the general force of the majority of the people-the workers 
and the peasants... po i ott, ee 
"All officials, without exception, elected and subjected to 
recall at any time, their salaries reduced to the level of 
‘workmen's wages'-these simple and ‘self-evident’ democractic 
measures, while completely uniting the interests of the - 
workers and the majority of the peasants, at the same time serve 
as the bridge between capitalism and socialism, These measures 
concern thepurely political reconstruction of society; but, © 
of coursé, they acquire their full meaning and significanse 
only. in connection with the *expropriation of the expropriators' 
either accomplished or in preparation, i.e., with the 
transformation of capitalist private ownership of the means of 
production into social ownership." (State and Revolution, 
Chapter Iit, Section 2).. es | Ce 


Rut the plans to reduce the pay of the bureaucrats to "ordinary 

workmen's wages” were scrapped when the managers and bankers 

vnemseives objected, and the promise of the "whithering away" of 
hese parasites, which was also part of the Bolshevik program, 
sontrasted to their actual growth. a 


None of ‘this occurred because Lenin was some kind of. 
“achiavelian schemer out to trick tne workers. In fact, the majority 
of the oid Bolshevik guard fought. bravely against the welling power 
of the more conservative officialdom within the once radical 
Bolshevik-Soviet movement. (The majority of the old Bolsheviks 
erentually were killed or ended up in forced labor camps). But 
they were defeated by the contradictory logic of their own program: 
fhe original Bolshevism were swallowed up by the legions of 
specialists, technicians, and bureaucrats “it, had defended from _ 
the start. | 3 . | 


YC AR ATS . 


It was always the program of Bolshevism to incorporate the 
aconomie structures of capital into the Soviet state, Therefore, 
aug they nationalized the economy in 1918, that is exactly what. 





Os 


happened. The only surprise to occur was that, after Bolshevism 
poured its energies into preserving the bourgeois economic structures 
(against the more radical impulses of the factory committees) they 
then proved unable to control them, i.e., to carry through with © 
limiting their privileges and gradually suppressing them altogether. 


According to the Trotskyist myth (that the "Revolution" 
was betrayed) the essential bureaucratization developed much later 
than 1918 and had nothing to do with the original Leninist 
program, Because of the wide-spread influence of Trotsky's 
School of falsification, some corroborating quotes from Lenin 
will be useful. Note that Lenin's concept of "smashing the 
state" essenttally boiled down to reorganizing the army. He 
never had any intention of smashing the social organization of 
the capitalist class in general, of dispensing with the legions of 
non-productive, non-industrial labor loosely referred to as 
"bureaucracy." His goal was always to incorporate it into the 
Soviets (of course, in the hopes that it could be dispensed with 
gradually, but certainly not smashed). 


"We ourselves, the workers, will organize large-scale 
production on the basis of what capitalism has already 
created...we shall reduce the role of the state officials 
to that of simply carrying out our instructions as responsible, 
revocable, moderately paid ‘managers' (of course, with the 
aid of technicians of all sorts, types and degrees). This 
is our proletarian task, this is what we can and must start 
with in carrying out the proletarian revolution. Such a 
beginning, on the basis of large scale production, will of 
itself lead to the gradual whithering away’ of all bureaucracy, 
to the gradual creation of an order, order without quotation 
marks, which will be different from wage-slavery, an order in 
which the functions of control and accounting-becoming more 
and more simple-will be performed by each in turn, will then 
become a habit and will finally die out as the special functions 
of a special stratum of the population... 

"Out immediate object is to organize the whole of the 
ational cconomy on the lines of the postal system, so that the 
echnicians. managers, bookkeepers, as well as all officials, 
hall rec¢ve salaries no higher than workmen's wages all under 
he contri and leadership of the armed proletariat. It is 
uch a state, standing on such an economic basis, that we need, 

at will bring about the abolition of parliamentarism 
eservation of representative institutions. This 

1l rid the laboring classes of the prostitution of 
itutions by the bourgeoisie." (Chapter III, Section 3). 


nt "Can the Bolsheviks Retain State Power" his 
stand is equally unmistakable. The following 

11 doubt that the original Bolshevik program fuily 

ghly bureaucratic Soviet state which developed 

ution”. 


rings us to another aspect of the question of the 

ratus. In addition to the chiefly ‘oppressive’ 

the standing army, the police and the bureaucracy- 
state possesses an apparatus which has extremely 

ections with the banks and syndicates, an apparatus 
orms an enormous amount of accounting and registration 

+ may be expressed in this way. This apparatus 

and should not, be smashed. It must be wrested 
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ee the peat rel of the <eapitanieces: the capitalists ana the 

wires they pull must be cut off, lopped off, chopped Y 
this apparatus; it must be subordinated to the proletarian — 

Soviets; it must be expanded, made: more comprehensive, and. 
nation-wide, And this can be done by utilising the achievements 

-. already made by. large-scale capitalism’ (in the same way as the : 
proletarian revolution can, in general, reach its goal only 
by utilising these achievements). 

, "Capitalism has created an accounting apparatus in the- 
shape of the banks, syndicates, postal service, consumers" 
societies, and office employees unions, Without big. banks 
socialism would be impossible. | 
— "The big banks are the "state apparatus" which we ‘need | 
to bring about socialism, and which » we take ready-made. e from’ 
capitalism; our task here is merely. to lop off what — 
capitalistically mutilates this excellent apparatus, to: make: it 
even bigger, even more democratic, even more comprehensive. 
Quantity will be transformed into quality. A single State Bank, 
the biggest of the big, with branches in every rural district, 
in every factory, will constitute as much as nine-tenths.of the 
socialist apparatus. This will be country-wide book-keeping, 
country-wide accounting of the production and distribution of 
goods, this will be, so to speak, something in the ae of 
the skeleton of Socialist society. 

"We can ‘lay hold of* and ‘set in. motion’ this ‘state . 
apparatus’ (which is not fully a state apparatus under’ ~ 
capitalism, but will be so with-us under socialism at one 
stroke, by a Single decree, because the actual work of. 2. 
book-keeping, control, registering, accounting and counting is 
performed by employees, the : majority of whom themselves lead a 
proletarian or. oc Prehetane eee (Suphasis a Teds 
from the original).” : 


(Notice that in justifying his position Lenin goes go far as to. 
refer to the non-productive labor of the peuny: bourgeoisie as 
“proletarian or semi-proletarian". ) 


The bourgeois class. organizes cost ty into its political and 
economic institutions. One joins this. organization by becoming an 
umployee of the capitalists, Whether oné works on an assembly line 
or in an office; as a teacher, mechanic, engineer, truck driver, 
eee miner, printer, punch press operator, accountant, 

ick layer, or social worker one is an employee of the. capitalists, 
ee of their social organization. But within this political- 
seonomic organization only one kind of employee is part of the. 
seoductive forces proper-~the_ industrial wage-worker or productive 
Laborer In the above list, for example, the assembler, mechanic, 
vruck driver, miner,. ‘printer, puch press operator, and brick layer 

re productive; while the office worker, engineer, salesman, 

se Sorter and social worker are not. The first group are necessary 
GO production itself, while the second group are only necessary for 
naintaining | the - parasitic capitalist form of production, 


The Bolshevik view of the non-productive strata in general was 
that it would whither away. They did not want to "smash" the social 
organization of capital but to take it over. They intended to base 

seialism not. only on. the modern productive powers (machinery, 
nactories, ete. , but 2180, on the political and economic: structures 


ee 


arising from their capitalistic form ("banks, syndicates, postal 
service, consumers' societies, and office empoyees unions" and 
the other associations swarming with non-productive elements). 


When Lenin writes of "smashing the state" (i.e., the political 
organizations of capital) he had in mind mainly the "standing 
army and police." But in regards to the general economic organization 
of capital (and much of the governmental bureaucracy) his intentions 
were not to smash it but to conserve it, to "lop off the strings 
which capitalistically mutilate" it. Thus State and Revolution 
puts forward two opposing strategies towards bourgeois society: 
smash the political structure but preserve and take over its economic 
structures. Then from the heights of the political superstructure 
proceed to gradually do away with the non-productive parasites, 
"the whithering away of all bureaucracy." The "Russian Revolution" 
tested the following the question: Is it possible for the workers 
to conquer political power and expropriate the gran bourgeois but 
vhen gradually disassemble the old bourgeois economic organizations? 


When this program was tested in practice a conflict arose 
»etween, on the one hand, the sprawling management hierarchies 
f the banks and old corporations (now part of the new giant 
state trust)which the Bolsheviks helped to preserve; and, on the 
other hand, the new and more radical Bolshevik statesmen who 
intended to suppress the other layer gradually (beginning with 
the reduction of their pay and and the subjection to election). 
3ut the goals of the Bolsheviks proved to be completely incompatible 
with thatr methods. Their lovely intentions were overpowered by 
vhe actual deed of defending the privileged parasites in the first 
clace. After flooding the new Soviet state with this parasitic 
and insatiable scum, they were easily coopted by its intoxicating 
orivilege or physically destroyed by its desperate vengeance. 
wnile events in Europe (such as radical upsurges and lulls) helped 
cen or Slow the process, its general direction was fixed from 
inning. The plans to immediately reduce the pay of the 
/ to that of "ordinary workmen's wages" and subject them to 
were prevented with such ease that many of the Bolshevik » 
were alarmed back in 1918 (reflected in oppositionist 
within the party). | 


lesson of all this is the impossiblity of using the social 
ions developed by capital to build socialism, of controlling 
gers, bookkeepers, specialists, et al., and of taking over 
omy. The political power of capital is subordinate to: 

‘and exists only to &fend) its economic power. Any movement 










current 


he practical goal of the working class is not just tc 
"smash" the state, but to "smasn' both the bourgeois state and the 
oourgeois economy, to immediately implement communist production 
relations. 


FROM PRACTICE BACK TO THEORY 


The gradualism of Lenin, in relation to the economy, failed to 
rork in our only available social "laboratory"--history,. The 
.xperience of the class now has established the objectively 
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capitalist nature of Bolshevism. © It remains to examine the 
contradictions in the theory of Bolshevism. © | 
In the traditional Marxist schema, the dictatorship of the 
proletariat exists as the political rule of the class, 1.€6,.a © 
proletarian state, This neatly reflected the Bolshevik program _ 


of immediately breaking up the capitalist state, put then shifting 


into two levels of gradualism in relation to the economy.. The first 
level is nationalization. In practice it took the Bolsheviks around 
eight months from the act of “siézing state power" (the insurrection 
in October, 1917) until the formal proclamation of state ownership of. 
major industry (June, 1918) and somewhat longer until the actual 
deed of nationalization was completed. The second level, of ending 
all "bureaucracy" (i.e., non-productive strata) and fusing the | 
division between intellectual and manual: activity is left open from. 
now to eternity. oe 4 5 Me Sa! of te v3 
The Leninists equated the nationalization of industry with the 
yxpropriation of the bourgeoisie (when carried. out by a "proletarian 
state", of course). But it also follows (from the. position of. 
safeguarding the managerial and financial hierarchies) that the 
Jjourgeois economic relations would be preserved, even without the 
sourgeoisie italf, i,e., that goods would still be commodities 
sought and sold on the market. Lenin points this out himself 
yith his reference to the "biggest of the big" state bank. and 
‘nm his later theories (developed during the period of "War. | | 
Sommunisn" 1918-20) which pictured Russian society as. state-capitalism 
avolving into socialism. ag en i ay a cee Bae, : 
This theory denies any essential connection between the 


objectified commodit relations (the ability of individuals or 
sroups to buy and seil things) and the more fundamental social 
relations (the ability of individuals or groups to exploit others). 
sut the power to buy and sell the product of labor, under modern = _ 
conditions of large-s@le industry, rests exclusively in the hands of 
those with the power to appropriate the social product of the producers 
tn the first place. The commodity relations rest upon the social 
~elations: the ability of the Soviet state to buy and sell the © 
sroduet and labor power of the workers rests upon the power of the 
Seviet state to exploit the working class, j,e., class relations, 
4ussian society continued to exist as commodity society because it 
sontinued to exist as class society. The only difference, as a result 
of the "Revolution", was that the ruling class now organized itself 
surely through the state without independent corporations. This 

was a change in surface appearance of capitalism, but not its content. 
State property was still the private property of the state directors. 
While it was collective in-relation to the exclusive class of 

state capitalists themselves, it remained completely private in 
relation to society 48 a whole. Those beguiled by the official | 
Bolshevik - propaganda: should ask themselves why, if property was 

not the private property of the state bosses, did the workers hav 

to purchase their means of subsistence from it? 2 e 


Perhaps the workers, as individuals, were buying what they, 
as a collective, were selling. In effect, Lenin is Saying that the 
sollective of workers were selling their own product to themselves 
ss individuals. But, if the distribution was from the producers to. 
Lnemselves, why bother with all the elaborate time-consuming 


cookkeeping and accounting inherent in this commercial form? 


Perhaps, a heninist; might argue, to prevent the exceptional |. 
parasite from taking more than his fair share. But such a cure. 

is more threatening than the disease, providing the parasite” 

with the monetary means to really hoard and aocumutate ¢ One ee 
as well try putting out a fire with oil. | , 


As. a matter of historical record, the commercial forms rather’ | 
ohn: ee eae safeguarded parasitism: the "bookkep ng apparatus" © 
was, from the start, appropriating:.a disproportionately large share | 
of the product. to their own non~productive | gelves;. and, as 

Bolshevik "socialism" took root, this share Brew. 


The possibility of a -ebtiminist ‘revolution arises pe cauea: 

the productive forces have developed, ‘under capitalism, to the point 
where, if reorganized, they could feed, clothe, and house everyone 
with minimal effort. To be sure, inferior communism. will confront 

a residual fetichistic hoarding impulse engendered by’ the insecurity 
and degradation of class society. Thus, as factory. committees. | 
distribute goods to neighborhood committees, attention will have to 
be paid to the dangers of hoarding and parasitism. But since the 
distribution is from producers in their factories to producers 

“n their neighborhoods, there is.no inherent. or insurmountable 
antagonism that must. be mediated ‘through commercial forms or. 
overseen by. a state apparatus. . The neighborhood committees, 

which will also be communalizing child raising and domestic chores, 
will obtain their. material requirements by requesting them. The . 
factory. committees, in Sur: will grant their requests to the extent 
possible after verifying that they are. dealing with people also pulling 
their social weight (i.e., participating in production). Ne. 
elaborate, bookkeeping will be necessary. 


The commercial form of distribution reflects, and is a | 
inseparably bound. up with the antagonistic relations- of roduction. 
Shaped by this antagonistic. form of production, distibution. involves — 
a change of ownership. between those. who. appropriate and ‘those who 
produce: the.employers give up a part of the product which they have’ 
appropriated from the workers, while workers return the money they — 
have received in wages. But the whole point of fixing a price tag. 
on labor power and everything it makes, and ensuring that goods. only. 

hange hands. in response to purchasing power (as opposed to human 
need) is to preserve the. antagonisms in production and to make 
certain that. the euiiie clase continues to PEREoPraete what we 
produce. .. ; 


With the ‘destruction of Bourgeois eeeasiticn and the incorporation 
of the whole poptilation into production, the whole commercial structue 
will vanish. Open eyes, common sense, and. the most primitive — 
dicumentation (to prove one is working) could replace the whole 
commercial structure in a system of level distribution. When Lenin, 
on the contrary, poses the necessity for the state to distribute 
the product commercially, he ‘is equally posing the necessity for the 
workers to sell their labor power to the state hierarchies in order : 
to obtain their purchasing power... But this relation of the worker ‘to 
state-director is the relation of. employer to employeed, i.-e., the 
capitalist relation between classes, The antagonism between factory 
worker and state power is the same old irreconcilable class antagonism. 
Lenin's slogan. for. "armed proletarian. control of the state" is <*> 

empty rhetoric since the “control” does not. ‘involve attacking the 
essential class privilege of the jnon-productive state TyncusOnari ee 


eS 








in the- first place. . ‘Such "control" merely involves the proletariat oe 


more in running their own exploitation. = a: ees 

Just as State and Revolution mechanically separates the class. 
relations from the parasitic hierarchies which they engender, it. 
equally divorces the class relations from the commodity relations | 
and the wages system itself. - Lenin's conception of a "real capitalist" 
reduces itself to the most superficial ‘outer. form--the stockholder. 


Once you eliminate this supposedly fundamental characteristic, 


everything else, we are asked to believe, “whithers away" gradually. | 
But the tragedy of the Russian experience has shown us that, hs ee 
lurking beneath state-capitalism, is: the unincorporated ©... .-¢.° 
state-capitalist, and that Lenin's fanciful notion of a "bourgeois 
state without the. bourgeoisie" must give way to more sober thoughts, | 
In order to expropriate the capitalists as a class the workers. will 
have to do more than "smash the state" and "nationalize industry": 
the entire economic structures and economic relations must-.be. ~~ 


“smashed" along with the political organizations of,,capital. ,In short, 
to overthrow capitalism we must institute communism, nothing can © 
exist inbetween. en ee eee on ee ae hs 

Once the Leninist (and Marxist) gradualism on the economic 
question is rejected, the formula for the "nolitical dictatorship 
of the proletariat" must be discarded because of the obviously — 


misleading emphasis. This poses a new question: is the rule of the 
working class a political-economic dictatorship, i.e., a “proletarian 
state" based on a"proletarian economy"? Such a formula would also 
be misleading for several reasons, are 2 a Pa wate * 


The dictatorship of the proletariat, by immediately integrating 
nonproductive labor into production and achieving a direct distribution 
of the. product, is instantly abolishing the wage-labor system and 
introducing communist production relations, Communist production: | 
relations do not require, and can make no-use of, any economic — 
categories at all. All economic categories are forms of the one 
all-inclusive, fundamental, primary economic structure--private: | 
property. Commodities are a.form of private property, that form | 
whose elements possess an exchange-ability or exchange-value against 
each other. And the more modern, bourgeois economic categories-- 
capital, wage~labor, money, etc.--are themselves the most historically 
advanced forms of commodities. The proletariat, in abolishing 
private property, is destroying economy in all its possible forms. 

Tne description of communist relations, in their initial forms, as 

a “proletarian economy” would.be misleading. It would suggest that 

any rationing of short supplies, necessary in the first stage. of 
communism, implied buying and selling, and that the means of 
production were now the private property of the liberated p 


rat proletariat. 
‘ust as communist rationing is not an economic system, similarly the 
monopolization of armed force by the liberated proletariat.is nov 
a coiitical institution or state (which can only exist to defent 
certain economic relations). Ete oF ds | a 


But there is another, equally compelling reason for not referring 
to inferior communism as a "“proletarim economy": there is no © 
proletariat. The dictatorship arises on the ground of capitalism; 
but, in destroying capitalism, it also destroys the proletariat as 
2 social class and, thereby, destroys itself. The proletariat 
cnly exists as an exploited object under capitalism. In abolishing 
capitalism, the proletariat is abolishing itself. The act of © 








taking power for wage-labor is an act of self-destruction. The 
dictatorship of the proletariat, rather than developing into new 
political-economic institutions, has only an "instantaneous" 
existence: it is the historic moment which separates capitalist 
production relations from communist production relations (although 
in historic terms, a "moment" may last for a couple of months). 


Society jumps from capitalism to communism, the dictatorship of 
the proletaraat is nothing more than the leap itself. The | 
proletariat organizes itself to abolish capitalist social relations. 
It breaks up the institutions developed by capital, integrates 
the nonproductive strata into production; but then, in the act of 
taking power, it has destroyed itself along with the bourgeoisie. 

To be sure, for a protracted period, theliberated or ex-proletariat 
must still organize independently from the ex-petit bourgeoisie, 
must still monopolize arms, and may still use pseudo-economic 
rationing. It is this pseudo-class rule with its mock "political" 
and "economic" forms which "“whithers away" as the traditonal 

Marxist formula puts it. But there is no clarity added by taling 

in terms of a prolonged “political and economic rule of the proletariat" 
vhen, in reality, there is no political institutions no economy, 
and no proletariat, The temporary measures used by the liberated 
oroletariat (which is no longer a proletariat any more than a 
Liberated slave is still a slave) superficially deform new-born, 
inferior communism without ever crystallizing into political/economic 
“nstitutions,. 


Of course, it is perfectly possible for a communist worker to 
mistake the armed ex-proletariat using rationing and forcing the 
ex-intermediary class to participate in social production as a 
"proletarian state based on a proletarian economy". The thing that 
makes a worker a communist is that he supports the actual measures + 
which will abolish wage-labor and the proletariat (viz., "The Basic 
Principles of Communism") with or without theoretical clarity. But 
for the Bolsheviks, the use of the slogan exclusively for the 
“proletarian state" reflected a deepr programmatic failure-- the 
reformist-utopian goal for a "political dictatorship of the 
proletariat" to oversee a transition period which would be neither 
capitalist nor communist. Once the programmatic necessity for 
simultaneously breaking up the capitalist state and the capitalist 
economy is firmly grasped, its theoretical reflection in the 
conception of an instataneous proletarian dictatorship, immediately 
resolving its internal contradictions into communist production 
relations without ever developing a "proletarian state or economy" 
more simply expresses the intended process, 


Jon Sprague 








THESES ON THE STATE AvD THE TRANSITION PERIOD 
| by David Ross and Tony Scott 


1. "The state is a product and a manifestation of the irreconcilab- 
ility of class antagonisms. The state arises where, when and insofar - 
as class antagonisms objectively cannot be reconciled. And, converse-. 
ly, the existence of the state proves that the class antagonisms are- 
irreconcilable." (Lenin, The State and Revolution) oe) 





However, the state is not spontaneously, generated by society asa 
whole. It does not stand above or parallel to the classes. It is not 


the case that the state's interests happen to coincide with those of a? 


the ruling class, but, on the contrary, the state is the organ through 
which the ruling class carries out its collective interests. Thus, the: 
state has no existence of its own outside the existence of the ruling 
class. a oars ! . | Oe 

2. The essence of the state lies in armed force. In the final’ analysis, 
its effectiveness lies not in its:ability to moderate, , but in its 


% cig 


‘ability to coerce. In ‘exploitative societies this coercion is carried 7 


out by "special bodies.of armed men" who stand at the base of the 
statee However, in the case of the state during the transition period 
from capitalism to communism, that is, the proletarian state, the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat, this coercion is carried out not by 


"special bodies of armed men’, but by a "state of the armed workers". 


3. In previous social transformations it was necessary for, the revo- 
lutionary:class to: wrest control of the state power from the previous 
dominant class in order to transform the social reality of the class 
relationships into its concreté political reality. Bourgeois revolu- 
tions, were, in essence, the concréte manifestation (in political . 
repes) of the already existing class’ relationships. That is, the bour- 
geoisie had already achieved economic supremacy over the feudal clas- 
ges, pub it was necessary to transform the state into its own organ of 
se hefore it coul4 achieve the final development of its own social 
WGuctive Forces. in other words, only through the transformation of 














state from an expression of feudal class relations into an expres- 
elon of bourgeois cass relations; could capital begin to exercise its 
ALSTECOPERL DP e oe So - 


interests of the ruling classes of- 
exoLoiter classes this means the 







ch they are an expres: 
nee of the status @ 





fs ais. S ace of the ruling class as a 
domiuent class exercising its eccnowic privileges through the exploita- 
tion sad oppression of tre ilius Macs (be they slaves, serfs or 
wage-lLaborers). They thus ‘ive role, because once the 


ruling class of which they are an expression has placed itself in pow- 
er, it becomes conservatives Although it does, during its progressive 
phase, expand the forces of preduction, it does so while using the 
state to maintain the laboring clasee¢s in their state of subjection. 


5. Under capitalism, therefore, the state is an expression of capital, 
of the bourgeoisie as a class, and acts in the interests of the bour~ 
geoisie and capital. The interest of the bourgeoisie is to maintain 
wage~iabor and the existing capitalist relations of society. This was 
true during capitalism's progressive phase, and is likewise true today 
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even though capitalism has passed into-its decadent phase and no long- 
er plays a socially progressive role. So, in the present historical = 
epoch (decadent capitalism) when the: necessity of capitalist relation-_ 


ships has been historically superseded by. the need for communism, the 


role of the state is not simply conservative, but openly counter-revo- 
‘LutiLonary fers oe ae 


6. Since the proletariat is the only revolutionary class in history 
which will-come to power without having. previously developed its econ-— 
omic hegemony beforehand,. and since.it is the only revolutionary class | 


which will not have come to: power aS an exploitative class, it cannot — 


simply seize hold of the bourgeois state, a state fashioned for an “ex-~ 
ploiter class, as the pourgeoisie essentially seized hold of the feudal 
state in order to’ remold it in its own image, Ihe proletariat cannot: 
remold the bourgeois state in its own image, cannot transform the bour- 
geois state into'an expression of the proletarian power. On the con-— 
trary, the proletariat must completely smash the bourgeois state and” 


replace it with its. own revolutionary expression, the dictatorship of © 


the proletariat, and through it. exercise its own interests as a class, 
i.e. the abolition of'classes and the creation of a society of freely — 


associated producers, communism. ... 


7. At the foundation of all exploitative societies lies the division - 
of labor. This division of labor. also finds its expression in the de-— 
velopment of the state as..a special apparatus of the ruling class. The 
proletariat, however, is absolutely opposed to this division of labor 
in all spheres of life. Thus the proletarian state, unlike all other 
states, is not a special apparatus, but the class. aS a whole, armed — 
and organised in the workers' councils..This should in no way, however, 
be confused with the centralization under feudal absolutism and state 
capitalism in which the ruling blass becomes virtually synonymous with 
the state through the, king's Gin the case of absolutism) and the state 
pureaucracy's (in the case of:state capitalism) control of the appara- 
tus of coercion (and in the case of state capitalism of the economy). 


8. Just as the proletarian state stands.in contradistinction to all 
other states in history by being: the. state not of an exploiter class, © 


but of a once-exploited class, and by being not a special apparatus, but 
the ruling class itself, armed and organised in democratic workers" 
councils, likewise it stands distinct from all other states in being 
not a conservative, but a revolutionary force,,Nor is this as strange 
as it may at first appear. If we go. below the. surface appearances, 

and look instead at the fundamental. role of any state, we find that 
the revolutionary role of the proletariat is in perfect agreement with 
the histoPical role and function of the state. In fact, if the state 
in the period of transition from capitalism to communism, the dictat~ 
orship of the proletariat, did not play a revolutionary role, it. | 
would not be fulfilling the fundamental function of the state: the 
active application and expression of the collective interests of the 
fyuling classe oF BS Ree «oa Rheem oe g por = ae, 


9. The apparent contradiction in the role of the proletarian state 
during the transition period and that of the exploiter states lies 
‘in the fact that the proletariat, unlike all previous classés, does 
not seek to maintain. the status.quo, does not seek to maintain itself 
as ruling class, but, on the contrary, seeks.its own abolition as’a — 


class along with the abolition of all classes. Thus, as other social 
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strata are integrated into the productive labor: force, andras.the- 
forces. of. production are developed on the basis of social need rather 
than profit, the proletariat more and more becomes humanity. Likewise. 

the. state (which is in fact the proletariat) gradually abolishes it- 
self (withers away) and eventually becomes humanity administering so- 
cial production. . ; ON ae ne . 


10. After the proletariat has gained ascendancy in one country or one . 
‘sector of the globe, that is, after the world proletarian revolution 
has begun, the state, that is, the embryo of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat (for the proletariat being a global and not a‘national | 
class, it's dictatorship can only be truly. achieved on a world scale), 


has two facets: first, an instrument of the class struggle; second, . 
an.instrument of self-abolition through the general abolition of clas-. 
ses (which is itself a form of class struggle). Since classes can, 


only. be definitively abolished and commnism created:on a world scale,. 


the first.facet.of the proletarian state role takes precedence. during, 
the first phase of the revolution, that being the global civil war be-. 
tween capital and proletariat. The primary task is the spreading of — 
the revolution and the crushing of any and all bourgeois resistance 
throughout the world. It is after this resistance has been definitive- 
ly crushed that the second facet of the proletarian state role becomes 
the primary function of the state. However, there can be no. stages. 
theories for the proletariat. Even before the proletariat has gained 
ascendancy globally and its dictatorship consolidated, it must ruth- 
lessly struggle against the bourgeois economy in those areas where it _ 
has destroyed the bourgeois state« It must take measures laying the . 
basis for the creation of a communist economy, even during the first . 
phase of the revolution, @sg~ abolition of wages and money, centrali- 


zation and socialization of ‘production, expropriation of the bourgeoi- 
sie. However, it is the second phase of the revolutionary, transforma- 
tion that is the transition period proper.*It is during this period — 


that the proletariat/state sets about integrating the rest-.of humanity 
into itself and consequently abolishing itself as a. class/state and ~ 
instead creating a free human community, a society of freely associat- 
ed producers, needing no classes and no state (here also steps must 

be taken immediately upon the ascendancy of the proletariat in a par- 

ticular country). The proletariat's tasks will not be complete until © 
the proletariat no longer exists. — , Bs | oe 


11. The integration of non-proletarian strata into the productive. pro- 
cess during the transition period is likewise the integration of these 


strata into the proletariat and hence into the state. This may appear 


as.a dilution of the proletariat and the proletarian state. in a sense 
this is true. But this is precisely the task of the proletariat:. its 


own dilution into humanity through the rest of society's dilution into 
it and eventually its own abolition as a class. 1t is impossible for 
us to decide a priori what exact methods will or even should be used 
in incorporating these strata into the life of the proletariat. Ye 


can,. however, even at this time, foresee certain arrangements and ac- 
tions which. will be necessary- 


First, these strata must not be allowed to function-as independent 
social formations. The integration of these strata into the productive 
process must be a question of integrating individuals, not collective 
entities. Integration into the activities of the councils must occur 
after these individuals have become part of the proletariat. They will 
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then function just as other workers. Prior to their “proletarianiza- 
tion", they will not be allowed to function in the councils. Any or- 
ganization of these strata must be organized. by and, under the strict. 
control of the councils. Such organizations will not be "peasant so~- | 
viets" or "councils of computer analysts", but organizations through, . 
which the political integration of these elements by the workers can... 
be facilitated. Such organizations will, however, not be able to do the 
job alone, or even in great part. The proletariat can not wait to. put 
these elements to work only after they have beén politically assimil- . 
ated. Political assimilation can only be carried out through their | 
physical integration into the proletariat. To think otherwise is to 
fall into an idealist aberration. = © pot. ee Venaeets 2. 


12. The sector of the non-proletarian laboring strata which has drawn. 
the most attention is the peasantry. This preoccupation stems from the 
Russian events of 1917 and the important role of. the peasantry in 

them. However, times have changed since 1917..The continued centrali- 
gation and concentration of capital in the agricultural sector, the 
development of large agribusiness combines, state and collective farms. 
in Russia, China, etc. has created a large layer of agricultural pro- 
letarians, falsely labelled as peasants by Many. The fear that major 
compromises will have to be made with a powerful peasant stratum are 
unfounded. For the bulk of agricultural production comes not from 
peasant farms, but large-scale capitalist farming, "apricultural, fac-| 
tories" so to speak, which can easily be socialized just as industrial 
factories. Just as the independent peasantry have been more and more 
robbed of any social weight as capitalist decadence continues to ex- 
propriate and proletarianize them in the course of state capitalist - 
development, likewise will they be unable to form a strong opposition 
or obstacle to the dictatorship of the proletariat. ‘That is, if.they 
are not allowed to form their own councils: which would be independent | 
of the workers! councils and push for the essentially counter-revolu- _ 
tionary maintenance Of small-scale peasant farming. 


13. Any formation which would develop outside of the context of the 
workers! councils -- which are key the sole repository of the revolu- 
tionary dictatorship of the proletariat -- and which would seek to 
carry out part or all of the functions of a state apparatus could 

only do so in opposition to the proletariat and aS an alien class 
force. Since the proletariat is the only revolutionary class, such a 
non-proletarian formation would ineluctably play a counter-revolution- 
ary roles Even if it did not seek a complete return to capitalism, if 
it only sought the maintenance of the status quo, it would be counter- 
revolutionary» For the only revolutionary program for the period of 
transition is the destruction and transcendance of the status quo 
through the construction of communism. The relationship of the prole- 
tariat to such an alien class formatiom could not be one of compromise, 
co-operation or pressure. The proletariat could not simply demand 
rights from it, like the right to strike against such a formation. It 
would have to destroy such a formation as soon as it reared its head -- 
just as it destroyed the old bourgeois state. a 


14h. The fundamental class line concerning the transition period can 
thus be summed up in Marx's words from the Critique of the Gotha Pro- 
gramme: oe oes 
MBetween capitalist and communist society lies the period of 
the revolutionary transformation of the one into the other. 
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There corresponds to this also a political transition per- 
iod in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary 

: dictatorship of the proletariat. a : 
Within this concept must be the understanding that such a dictator- — 
ship is a class dictatorship exercised by the class as a whole, nota ~ 
minority such as a party. Thus all power rests in the hands of the _ 
armed councils and assemblies of the workers. Non-proletarian strata’ — 
can have no say in the running of society aS they exist outside the —— 
context of the proletariat. Violence is a class weapon to be used only — 
against counter-revolutionary elements threatening the work of the ee ey, 
proletariat -- primarily the bourgeoisie, put in extreme cases the oth- 
er non-proletarian strata, the middle classes. Disputes within the work- 
ing class are decided through democratic discussion within the coun- — 
cils and assemblies, not through force of arms. The integration of | 

_non-proletarian strata intbd the productive process and the socializa- 
tion of that process must be carried out with all possible speed as 
the best means of safeguarding and advancing the revolution. The goal 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the negation of the prole= 
tariat through the abolition of all aspects of capital and of all 
classes and the development of a society of freely associated produc-_ 
ers, communism. At that point, the state, the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat, will have "withered away". . : 


We cannot simply parrot Marx's formula concerning the dictatorship of 
the proletariat and the period of transition between capitalism and ~ 
__-communism. We have more experience aS a class than at the time when | 
Marx wrote.--Thus,.we-can today understand that the dictatorship of the 
proletariat must be an econmmic as well aS a political dictatorship, — 
and that there will not be so much a transformation of capitalism into 
communism as there will be a negation, abolition of capitalism and ~ 
the creation of communism through proletarian self-activity. a 
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There are two t 


|. PRODUCTIVE LABOR AND SOCIAL REVOLUTION | 


heses of the International Communist Current 


(ICC) which this article intends to challenge: the first one 


concerns who the I 
and the second one 
the category of pr 


(1) . According 


CC (wrongly) excludes from productive labor, . 
concerns who the ICC (wrongly) includes in 
oductive labore = - oh 


to the ICC, workers in the arms industry are 


not productive, -In their view, the workers produce a surplus» 
value for théit:.immediate ‘employers, but do not produce a” ze 


surplus value for. 


global capital. They maintain that only 


workers whose labor enters directly into us-values necessary 


for the expansion. 


of production are productive of surplus value 


(for global capital). 


"From the 


viewpoint of glaboal capital, tk process 


of general accumulation of capital~-and this is the only point of 
o- view which can be taken into consideration when it is a ques~" 
. tion of judging the capitalist system--productive labor is 


that which creates surplus value and is crystallized in use- 


values which themselves can be productively consumed in the 
process of capital accumulation." (Decadence of Capitalism" p29). 


Thus, according to 
production of arms 
immediate capitali 
"slobal capital". 


(2) Although th 
refer to book-keep 


this confusing positon, workers involyed in the 
‘or luxury goods produce surlpusvalue for their. 
st employer, but do not produce smuplus value for 

e ICC publication quoted above does not explicitly 
ers and "white collar" workers as productive, 


they create that impression by emphasizing over and over again 


the non-productive 


ty of arms workers. The only other | 


quali 


categories even mentioned are mainly superstructural (that is, they. 


mention police, un 
bodies--correctly 
employees). But, 


s 


ion officials, welfare workers, or state planning - 
pointing out the nonproductive charater of those. 
in their discussion of non-productive labor, they. 


"forget" to mention managers and supervisors, They do not mention | 


financial employee 
commercial employe 
advertisers, This 
of integrating thi 
ideological campai 
workers" covers up 
attitude toward th 
Swelling legions o 


s of the banks or insurance companies, or 

es such as salesmen, cashiers,: buyers or. 
is no mere oversight: The ICC has no intention 

gs strata into real production. Their big. . | 

gn on the alleged "nonproductive nature of arms 
their counter-revolutionary, conservative 


e basic economic structures of capitalism with its 


f truly nonproductive labor, Thus, the theoretical 


difference between Forward supporters and the ICC on productive — 


labor reflects a d 
and semi-pacifist 


La 


eeper programmatic difference between revolutionism 
conservatism |. , | nn gee 


The economic category of surplus value is based on the social. 


relationship betwe 
What is that socia 
appropriate the pr 


en the capitalist class and the working class. 
1 relationship? It is the ability of the one to 
oduct of the other (in a commodity form). . From — 


the standpoint of global capital it is sufficient that the 


commodities produce 


ed by the workers will not be returned to them — 


via the (wage=created) market to amke them ultimately part of. the 


surplus product, 
buy arms, live in 


Whether global capital uses its surplus value ta 
style, pay its managers, or.expand its capital 
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that surplus value is still going for the needs of capital and 
not labor, it is still based on the exploitation of the 
proletariat, our exploitation. That is what matters to us 
wage-slaves, to the individual employer, and to global capital. 


In the false, ideological consciousness of the ICC, the 
production of surplus value is conceived purely in terms of its 
positive historic value in developing production, Its simultaneous 
function in maintaining the priveleges of the parasitic and non-pro- 
ductive classes is overlooked! The element of social inequality 
(both as the functional on-the-job inequality of the prestigious, 
intellectual, but non-productive jobs; and the distribution inedia 
inequality of the better payed non-productive layers against their 
productive couterparts) is ripped out of their concept of suplus 
value. In terms of global capital, their concept of surplus 
value production is equated purely and directly to expanded produc- 
tion. The social content behind surplus value production--the 
exploitation of man by man--is ignored. And, of course, the 
more complex and general problem of alienation is even further 
beyond their grasp. The ICC, along with otthr factions of global 
capital, prefers to glorify the production of surplus value as the 
engine of historical progress, For people supposedly writing 
about the decadence of capitalism, it is.sifficult to find better 
apologists. Rather than protesting that capital has enslaved 
humanity by forcing it to produce surplus value, the ICC complains 
about the lack of productive labor caused by all the military sypen 
spending. What have we here, communism or pacifism? 


Productive (of surplus value) for individual and global 
capital means EQUALLY FOR BOTH CASES production of value over the 
value of the labor power, it means production purely for the needs 
of capital rather than the producer, it means exploitation in its 
modern form, it means the producer has no control of his activity 
or its product. However the capitalist exploiter expends his 
surplus value, whether it is used ot develop the productive 
forces, satisfy a personal want, pay the managers, or arm the 
state it is still derived from our exploitation, from surplus 
value. 


The ICC, in promoting their confusionist ideology, will often 
use subtle distinctions to disorient the reader. Consider the 
following example: | 

"What distinguishes surplus value from other forms of 
surplus labor is the fact that it is transformed into new 
capital and not consumed in a non-productive way as in 
antiquity or feudalism." ("Decadence..." p28). 

Surplus value, along with the rest of exchange-value created by 
wage-labor power initially appears in a capitaist form. It 
(surplus value plus value of previously invested capital) first 
exists as the expanded capital freshly processes in production. 
Thus, to equate surplus value to expanded capital is true but 
trivial. However, they sneak in a subtle variation in their 
formulation which changes the whole meaning: i.e., rather than 
saying “surplus value first appears as expanded capital” they 
say “surplus value is transformed into new capital." To say 
that surplus value is transformed into new capital means that 
in addition to first appearing as capital, that it is wholly 
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“feinvested, that no part: is unproductively consumed by. the 


capitalist. In real life; only a portion of surplus value can - 
be transformed into new capital; the rest is expended as revenué. | 
Thus their implication that all surplus value remains in [ts — 
original capitalist form by being reinvested ("transformed into 
new capital") is false... That:-is..not. what distinguishes surplus. 
value from earlier forms of: surplus.labor, The only quality... .. 
which necessarily distinguishes. surplus..value from. previous: . 
forms: of the: surplus: product is its: commodity form. Under . 
capitalism, as under feudalism and: slavery, a large portion of. ' 
the surplus: product continues to. be non-productively consumed 
(less: t0 be sure, but. still substantial), Without. this non-: | 
productive consuption the capitalist class and its*legions of | 
managers’ would have no economic means of subsistence; exploitation 
itself would have no ultimate raison d'etre.  ..:. | ac 


What the ICC confuses is the difference between production 
of surplus value and the accumulation of capital. Unknown to | 
them, it is possible for capitalist production, i.e., surplus 
value production, to take place without any accumulation of - 
capital occurring. Once have confused capitalist exploitation 
with capitalist accumulation, they end up excluding wrongly | 
auge layers from productive labor. because their labor does not. © 
directly aid in accumulation. But this error is secondary to 
the ICC's. complete ignorance of the real non-productive layers © 
in society (the layers: whom tk ICC apparently wrongly includes — 
within productive labor). While: the accumulation of capital is 
Surely limited by the amount of labor power ‘used up in the arms 
industry;. both the accumultion and production of surplus value is © 
more fundamentally drained: by thelegions of non=productive laborers 
within all the economic and political structures--the managers, oes 
bookkeepers, commercial and financial. employees who, along with the 
superstructural personnel; amount to roughly half the working — 
population. The labor of this strata is not only outside the . 
domain of labor which directly enters into expanded production or: 
accumulation, but it is actually outside the sphere of value 
production itself. In contrast to the arms workers, it is not even 
part of the productive forces, Thus, not only is this layer — 
outside of production for accumulation in particular, outside: of 
production in general, but. it must be maintained by consuming 
values created by the productive laborers, - It makes nothing. 
and takes nearly everything. It is not just non-contributory 
to expansion, but an actual drain on the productive forces, The 
cost of maintaining this strata staggers the imagination. The se 
working class point’ of view begins with the recognition ‘that these 
glorified and pampered parasites, necessary as they are to bourgeois. 
society, will be of absolutely no use (in their present non-pro- 
ductive roles) to the revolutionary proletariat. .Without this — 
understanding, “communism” is just another bourgeois ideology. | 

The theoretical enors of the ICC, both in ignoring the real | 
non~productive: workers and in mistaking many authentically: 
productive ones, are by no means accidental: . they directly reflect 
the counter-revolutionary program of the ICC, In over- °° | vie 
emphasizing and misinterpreting the military drain to capitalist 
accumulation, the ICC reveals that they have no revolutionary 
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intentions whatsoever toward the bulk of the nonproductive = 9** °° 
strata. The fundamental class line, the integration of:non=* =... 
productive labor into production, finds the ICC on the others.  ° - 
side. These ‘counter-revolutionaries continue the traditional=9" . — 
Leninist program of trying to "take over" this layer (rather. than. — 
integrating it into production) andusing it "to build socialism"»s © — 
They would takethe working class: into the same state#capitalist 
disaster that’ the Bolsheviks did.’ They have not learned:a thing. 
from the "Russian Revolution,” Lenin is quite explicit in viewing’. 
the bookkeeper et. al. as productives| 2 9) 00 
“We can ‘lay hold of* and ‘set in motion’ this ‘state ~ = 
apparatus’. (which is not fully a state apparatus under capitalism, 
but will be so with us under socialism) at one stroke, by ao) | 
single decree, because-the actual work of bookkeeping, control, — 
registering, accounting is performed by employees, the majority | 
of whom lead.a proletarian or semiwproletarian existence," .. 
("Can the Bolsheviks. Retain State Power", Lenin, emph. from | 
chigineli; 3s. ee cere ear ee 
Some Additional Comments Merge ue aa 
(1) Workers in the military industries not: only produce: surplus © 
value, but the particular use-value ultimately remains within the 
Surplus product, i,e., it is never consumed by productive. 
laborers. If anything,. therefore, their exploitation is more. 
self-evident than workers in, say, a food processing plant. where 
the use-values will most likely be consumed by other workers. - 
(But regardless of how evident the exploitation may be, it exists. 
in both cases.» As Karl Marx discovered over a century ago, under 


modern conditions. of universal commodity production, exploitation «| 





comes to mean production of surplus exchange-value in excess to 
the market value of the necessary labor power; and applies = =. 
independently of the specific..uservalue,) Even the case of arms. 
manufacturing under. state-capitalism where the product. is 3 Ta 
consumed directly without ever being. marketed, the arms workers © 
are still productive... Their product has an exchange-value (or .__ 
exchange-ability or exchange-potential) on the world market, 
regardless of whether the employer needs to market it or not.: 

In this. kind of production the political interests of capital «= 
modify its.normal economic behavior, but the exchange values ~~ 
still include (an unrealized) surplus value over and above the. 
value of the gpital. used up in the production of arms, In- addition, 
the general historic drift into centralization and statification. 
of capital can-also create longer delays between the act of. 3 
production and the act of realization of surplus value from the. 
purely economic cause of vertical integration of industry. St. genes ® 
Nevertheless, as long as: we live under the. essential. domination of 
the world market, all products have an -exchange-ability for the 
rulers, whether they use it or not... S27 ae go SD oe 


(2) The labor of firemen: directly enters into the preservation — 
of value and so, as is the case with other maintenance and repair — 
workers, their labor is: productive of a surplus value, i.@., @ © 9". 
preserved or salvaged value in excess of the value of their labor ©. 
power. | par Ear e sed des Witenes 


2. Wigs 





(3) Nurses and teachers provide opposite forms of labor. 
_ While nurses and other hospital workers produce health care, 
@ marketable product, teachers ‘are more guardians of the. 
existing order, part of the superstructure, than they are 
| producers of “education”. The idea that, after the revolution, | a. 
children and adolescents would remain trapped in the "educational" . 
. prison houses is gross. ‘The miniscule education that. teachers | pg 
‘may produce is dwarfed by their primary role as ideologues, 
disciplinarians, graders,.and agents.of the tracking system | 


In communist society-the universtiy system will be integrated 
into the factory system, When ‘bourgecis society falls, its sesh 


ivory towers will go down.with it. 9 — 


Summary’. PE a a, ene Cre ee ae 
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- The proletariat is the class -of wage-laborers who, produce pe ae 
surplus value. To produce surplus value for an individual capital’... » 
is to produce surplus value for global capital, .In.contrast to.---- 4, 
the views:of. the..ICC,,it: does not-matter whether. the labor is “4 
embodied.in‘the éxpansion..of. production. or a nonproductive 2°. 
consumer itém, which is wheré all’ embodied..labor time ends. up oe 
Sooner or later anyway.. What is important (in determining —  . 
if labor is productive of surplus value) is that the labor is ian aba 

embodied in a marketable product, and that. the market value | m4 
exceeds the‘ combined: value of labor power and constant capital needed | 


to create it.. The revolutionary potential of the proletariat ate 
flows from its. social-historical role'as producers of surplus , oe 





value. As the. producers.they embody the historically developed _ 

productive power of world society which (in this epoch of the ~~ 

old age of.class, society) gives them the physical possitlity = — 

to transform society. .As the producers of surplus value their | 

productive activity is subordinated to the needs of an exploiting = 

social class, the bourgeoisie, which creates the common objective 
need to transform society. ‘In opposition to the program of the 

ICC, the abolition of capitalist production means that only the 

producers 


$ will share in the product, i.e., that the revolutionary.’ — 
proletariat immediately will integrate the non-productive strata 
into production. __ | Papen wa npa) seta 
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Reprinted below is: a letter from a reader followed by a. 


response from a comrade of Forward. The. correspondnce refers to. — : 


the "RSG" (i.é., Revolutionary Socialist Group). which was organized > 
py several: individuals who, under the impact of their own political 
development, later displved that associaltion and, still later, —— 
participated in starting Forward. «Because the correspondence i 
deals in large part with the leftward evolution of the RSG and the 
history of their ideas which led up to their present communist —_ 
postions, it provides ‘some insight into the germinating -process 


of (some of) the supporters of Forward, Readers f “ther interested - 
in the historical development of the ideas which culminated in the © 
"Basic Principles of Communism" may obtain the baek issues of the 
publication of both the Revolutionary Socialist Group and the 
Revolutionary Workers Group for a dollar to cover mailing costs. 
5 Stee: Sip Pay Lew oe Saly.295 1976 - 

Jon Sprague = Se aces 
Forward/Box- 60161 
Chicage 60660. —_ 

Thank you’ forthe 91d RSG materials which I have received. — 
and begun studying. I-can begin to see the rapidity of your 
leftward.development from these documnts,.° This raises .a-number™ 
of questions in my minds 00 

First of all, on the necessity for a: vanguard proletarian 


party. You. formerly were for this, and.defended yoursélves against” 
charges of.syndicalism by pointing. out your defense of this"form — 
_vanguard party (disciplined) of workers, it - — 
‘would seem to me that the logie of your earlier defense against) = 
charges of syndicalism. has.evaperated. What now distinguished you: 
from syndicalism? | ; OT ee ee SF 
You hold that -workers will tmve to organized into- es, 
revolutionary -councils around a communist program. “This implis- 
that before.a revolution is possible, a majority of workers will 
have to be communists already. I don't know if this is a-likely a 
_ “thing, given the possible rate of collapse of capitalism: It - would’ 
-be the most. desirable way for things to develop, but not neoessarily 
the only-way, in my opinion. _ And, moreover,..would not the 
organization_of the already communist workers into a vanguard party~- 
with a methodical.and disciplined spread of propaganda 
‘do the most mogt to facilitate rapidly the spread-of communism ...- -~ 
among all-workers?~ It doesnt matter what. you O&21 the organized 
vanguard of-proletarians--a party, a league, 4 revolutionary couril.— 
_It just seems essential that there be some kind of disciplined organize 
functioning by the workers already won to communist goals, So as 
to best facilitate. widespread revolutionary class consciousness... .. 


‘* 


2 + .On -Ahe unions. While much-of what you say seems correct, I 
‘thank that“the earlier positions you held-are closer to my own. 
Despite the capitalist. nature of collective bargaining, it still 
represents a réformist gain over the atomized -bargaining of 
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Seas wage~slaves, ‘Dont? t you think that. such thin, rs 

as dental plans, Blue Cross;:etc. are gains within the confines of 

capitalism? Certainly: unorganized workers who dontt get sick pay 

see it as a gain. . Of course, a gain within the confines of 

wage-slavery. A frill which temporarily and partially makes | 

survival as a wage-Slave.a bit easier to take, A sop, but to 

a person in pain any alleviation of the intensity of the pain is 

to be desired. If I have a painful desease which will prove 4 

fatal if I do not undergo a major operation, I would nevertheless-- -.. 

while preparing for the operation=--want to be taking medication . 

to relieve the pain. And I would resent it if someone told me 

that the drugs had no value whatsoever. 7 real friend would: | 

encourage me to get the operation'as the only way to save myself; .. 

while he would ‘understand that the pain-killer could possibly produce 

a false. euphoria,..he. would not. conclude het Ae had no popes sGrey 

effect. on, relieving. my pain. 8 


Another: question I have ‘is this: ‘what ace fighting against 
special oppression. of women and minorities? Let's take an. © ee 
example. If, in a.steel plant, black workers are pushed ‘into the — 
most dangerous. jobs~-say the coke: ova. ns--and this divides the 
workforce at the plant: along racial lines, how do we promote 

unity of the workers? | Naturally by. showing how. ‘capitalism | 
divides us. up, by calling for unity, etc. But: won't we have to © 
' fight to beat the bosses attempt to divide us in that one plant? 
Won't we have to fight to prevent the black workers from being 
specially oppressed? Don't the most "privileged" of the wage~ 
Slaves. have an. obligation.to. fight for equality within the class 
so as to. overcome. divisions. and. false consciousness, e. Bo racial 
divisions and. the. false consciousness that the problem is. . : 
"white racism"? How. would: you, aS communists, handle a. Cee 
like this without coming across as sectarians?. What kind of 
strategy, propaganda, and. actions. would you suggest? at 


You -now: ‘maintain ‘that - the working” class is Pauonutieney: a, 
or it is nothing. .. ‘Formerly, you disagreed with the Revolutionary | 
Perspectives group: on this,:if I am not’ mistaken. | Then, you | 
Said this was ‘a sectarian perspective. I agree. But now you 
adopted ‘this* perspective.” You are saying that there is no. 
working class: TOWs: no. ‘Clase Struggle etc. L can't aerees 


before the proletariat. ‘embraces ° ‘Communist goals, At As. waging the - 
class struggle. within the confines of the system, i.e., fighting over 
the share of surplus value which capitalist s will extract from 
its wage-slavery. This is. not. a class-conscious and. revolutionary 
struggle, but it is a’ class. struggle ‘which the proletariat is» 
doomed to lose as long as it is just this fighting for, crumbs. |. 
Just because. the goal is, mistaken doesn't méan there aren't material 
classes which are in fact ‘in. struggle. The class. struggle goes: on: 
because’ of the central contradiction of the. capitalist economi? . 
system, the tendency for the falling rate of profit. This is. _ 
determined by the laws of motion of a capitalist economy. But 
whether the proletariat will.be successful in this, class struggle : 
is dependent upon whether. the: proletariat has the. right. (communist ) 
goals or program, . In. other. words, the. class struggle exists.'and can 
ae be abolished through. the: communist consciousnéss and action . - 
the Deore ete which » EPereRy, abolishes itself. as a "class" 
as well, - : TRY od, A hag Sd a. 3 ee. Sie ae 





Pea aneaig, RM 





ae ‘Forward. 
a Pe De Box: 016i . oo Pe ° 
"1. 4923 We. Devon oe 3 ee I re . 
Chicago, Ill. 80660 | 


august a 1976 


N.Yey N. oe eee 
Dear R, 


The first thing r want to beapond +6" is: your: ‘perplexity on. 
the relation of reformism.to. revolutionism. This problem is.” . 
central to the peripheral questions. of organization, trade ‘unions: 
and special oppression which you-mention. As workers forced WO oe 
live within capitalist society any "medication to. relieve the pain" — 
has an intrinsic appeal;. and anybody who tells us.to-suffer: for. 
its own sake obviously. deserves not. only our resentment but. also. 
a kick in: their holy ass. If it were: possible to work for .: 
lessening our misery and exploitation ‘in. a. bourgeois ° way: without 
interfering. in our communist’ work then it is. self~evidently. 
in our interests. to do-so. . In other. words, yes,  I.do think that 
dental plans,: Blue Cross, etc. -are gains, ‘within the. confines of ° 
capitalism, of. course, it. is also a. gain: for an individual. 
worker when. he gets promoted into the office. ““Gain" denotes - 
a very broad concept. me es é er 


But: is: it possible to struggle’ for- reforms within: ne system” 
and simultaneously struggle for revolution? Pose the question in, | 
a revolutionary Way. If we gain a.dental: plan, we” "gain" Se ee J 
something. But: in. struggling | for a dental: plan do we gain. or’: Yous: i 

in our revolutionary fight? ‘The left of capital poses" the: ‘whole Goes 
question in a conservative way. As long as we accept their: open = 
ended interpretation of - "gain" we . cannot develop.a revolutionary. 
framework. Workers can gain a wage-increase,. medical benefits, 
vacation plans,. Sick days,: safer conditions, craft upgrading, Bae, 
etc, They can also 'gain" from liberal | legislation, philanthropic 
associations, and,.as the -C.R. points out, ‘workers can 'gain" —. ee 

by working for the Democratic Party. . But the only. fundamental - 
gain for wage-labor is-its complete liberation. :. To defend the ° 
interests of our class we must begin by. asking. ‘whether .any .: ae 
movement or proposal is a gain for the. cause. of our. pide ence 
economic and political emancipation. out 


We reject reform struggles, ‘not pees we diet care about . 
the condition of our teeth or how much overtime is forced upon 
us, but because they obstruct the communist movement. Nobody, has. 
ever worked out a practice or theory which. successfully 20a 
reconciles movements to reform capitalism with the revolutionary. 
movement. . for communism, | ey oe. ‘has. tried.” Bled 


social Democracy 


Bourgeois society has dancoversd for’ ‘us “the next’ niche eee 
mode of social organization=-communism, © The radical Marxist, ~~ 
intelligentsia of the last century envisioned: a “eivilization 
without wage~labor or commodities, without a state’ or private. 

es without rich and poor, without intellectual and manual | 
vovkers. But while the eee eremenve within capitalism — : 


suspect the eventual old-age and demise of their own system, | 
they nevertheless will fight to prolong its life as long as © 
possible. As individuals we discover our mortality without 
then wanting to die. Thus we have the phenomena ofthe — 
social democratic capitalist of the last epoch promising = —_ 
socialism (in the far-distant future) but, of course, working: 
along with the social democratic workers only to reform == 
capitalism in the present.’ The social democratic syndrome 

is similar to the christian serf enduring today*s suffering for. 
the promise of heaven tomorrow, Traditional socialism became 
the new "religion" among.masses of European wage=slaves, the 
"opiate of the masses", without the god-fearing superstitions 


of the christians, but no less ideological. .. oe ar ae 
The christian serfs died and never found out they were duped, 
but the modern dilemna of official Socialism and Communism is 
a little trickier, Wage-slaves are beginning. to sense that - 
the time has come, but since 1914 the social democratic movements 
have been one disappointment after another, Even the left~- a 
social democratic Bolsheviks were unable to deliver their promise. 
to oversee the “whithering away of classes and the state". 
Lenin's notion of state-capitalism as a step toward socialism has 
proved to be an illusion. Nobody has been able to break from. 
their purely reformist activity... | ie - | | 


“We have to draw the lesson from all this, that it is not 
possible to work for communism and the reform of. capitalism at. 
the same time, that the pressures of bourgeois society are two 
powerful to balance both perspectives, The revolutionary ey 
movement must struggle against the reformist impulse, 

RSG ail the Trade Union Question eee” oe ee. |S 

The RSG searched. for .a theoretical system which could 
explain a practice: of subordinating the reformist activity to 
revolutionary work without rejecting it altogether. In its 
final form our theoretical problem.was to define the 'workers'" 
movement" broadly enough to include some reform struggles while 
avoiding the abyss of including any left~-liberal campaign. | 
Presumably then revolutionaries would support only the workers* 
struggles and oppose the left-bourgeois Liberal movements. But 
in the final analysis there was no fundamental difference 
between the most “autonomous wage-struggle" or factory occupation. 
and the crassest liberal reform movement. We concluded that 
there was no coherent theoretical system with which to draw the 
class line between the workers’ movement and the capitalist 
movements except to say that the conscious struggle for communism 
is the only proletarian struggle, — PSP ee wale * by © 7 ? 








Perhaps if I recount for you our theoretical odyssey on the 
trade union question it will speak to your own perplexity. 
1, The RSG was formed after breaking from Trotskyism on the 
-Russian question, but our trotskyist trade union conceptions 
remained unexamined, : se F ee Soe te eee he 
2. We discover groups defending ultra~left positions on the 
trade union question (following. Pannekoek, Ruhle, KAPD, etc.) 
that the unions became bourgeois in the change of the epoch | 
from progressive to. retrogressive capitalism, We soon find the 
question very difficult. Clearly the unions are controlled by 
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agents ‘of capital, defend pourgeois. Perepeesvert So, we Oe 
why are they workers * associations? , eo a 


3. But the ultra-left tradition has sonenedtet one of its. owns a. | : 
How about the Soviet movement under the. Menshevik bureaucracy?. 

It defended bourgeois policies and suppressed “workers'* democracy" 

in the same tradition as the trade unions. So why not say the | 

Soviets were bourgeois, too? And why do the ultra-lefts defend 

the trade union movement as a. NOREEREY movement in the last . 

epoch?. i 


4, Initially we rais@ (a common re eteiaey defend. ‘The unions 
were working class organizations because, if such obvious things 
needed to be explained, they were made up of workers. The class 

line was drawn by the membership criteria itself. One did not 

join the UAW because he agreed with its policies but because he _ 
was an autoworker. Everyone was free to &fend his own perspectives 
for the association of autoworkers. The union followed the bourgeois 
perspective only in-so far as the union members. were still a 
by the bourgeoisie, ; 


5, But our thoughts beter ‘to feel unconvincing. Convery unions" 
also have a proletarian composition. In the USA workers | 
join unions under state compulsion and are only free to really 
oppose their policies if they do not care about their jobs. (In 
_W. Europe workers join voluntarily, but in CP unions opposition 
caucuses are not even allowed). If employers compel workers to 
join associations against their will, inimical to their. interests, 
outside of their control, merely referring to their proletarian 
composition is a very formalistic criteria. The concept of a ; 
"workéng’« class movement" or "independent class activity" rebels 


against such a passive criteria as social composition. — ~” 
6. Still we felt that the question of the class nature of the « 
organization was not identical to the problem of the class nature 
of its ideology. Perhaps the problem. could be solved by saying © 


the trade unions were not only organizations of the workers but 
also by the workers. After all, workers did ‘vote for. union © 
officials and the union contracts. 


7. ‘Now we sounded like pourgeois. lawyers. How. could you 
demonstrate the voluntary nature of the union movement.in the — 
first place, take a Harris pole? And it is generally. the more 
backward workers who identify strongest with the union. The more 
angry people feel with the company, the more pissed off they are 
about the union. Even if you accept a voluntary quality to the 
unions, this business about the elective principle, when you begin 
developing it, turns into a theory of "proletarian democracy" alive 
and well in the plush offices of. the Meany bureaucracy. 


8. We felt. confused... Perhaps. we were dead wrong about the unions, 
But to call: the unions bourgeois (on the grounds that the workegs 
did not control them) also implied the Soviets were bourgeois 
which struck us as fantastic. But still we sensed ee oun Byetens 
was breaking down. 

9. In any case we began looking beyond the organizational | 
criteria to analyze the union question. If unions were 
proletarian, it had to flow from their function of collective 

: bargaining. which Wass after all, an “advance” oer atomized oS 
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pargaining, This position, which you duantiy relate to now, 
came after .a long progression of: discussions, But, as you also 
sense, this new "system" is not all that stable either. © 


0. Beware, for you. are now saying that the class nature of an. 


organization does relate to its program. (And you know what the 
class nature of the overall trade union program is). Nevertheless, 
we thought the unions were “workers' associations" because they | 
defended certain interests of labor against capital even if they 

did not defend its general historic interests. That is, they 
attempted to quantitatively lessen the exploitation of wage-labor 
power by capital, to weaken but. not overthrow the power of capital). | 
The first dilemna we encountered was this: how about a liberal 
campaign for socialized medicine? That may reduce the surplus 
value extracted by capital, so why is not that a “workers '* movement"? 


li. Then came: the theory of the "seétional workers’ interest." 
Socialized medicine applied to such a broad national category 
that (a) the affected workers had the objective power to expropriate 
capital hence no need to merely "weaken" it and (b) it did not 
apply. strictly to workers. A "sectional workers' interest" referred 
to a specific plant or industry which. could not by itself take 


revolutionary measures and which related exclusively to the workers. 


Thus wage-strikes defended a "sectional workers' interest"; and, in 
so far’as they were organized through a union form, this union . 
movement (atleast while engaged ina strike) was.a "“workers' movement", 


42. But this new theory cast. an awful lot of union activity | 


outside the boundaries of what we now saw as the “workers? movement". | 
Negotiating itself, the raison d*etre of the union official, was | 
not properly part of the "struggle" nor was. supporting Democrats, 
lobbying in Congress, staging conferences, ete. The daily activity 
of the union movement we now: viewed as being quite bourgeois, but | 


the one last connecting thread (to our original position) was the 


occasional strike. (which many unions. have not called for 40 years). 


13. More than. that, a. large part of union activity was the struggle 
to prevent ar discourage strikes. The fundamental thrust of the | 
unions is not really to even defend the "sectional workers interest", 
At last, we made the leap: the. unions, we realized, were bourgeois. 


14, The theory of "sectional workers? interests" which we thought 
explained the proletarian nature of the unions ironically helped 

us to reject them. Shortly thereafter we also rejectéd the soviets 
too as bourgeois. The workers' movement now appeared to consist 

of unorganized official strikes, factory peoupet sone. and autonomous 
strikes and factory committees, . | | 


15. Finally we bagan to doubt even the: eeutaiey ee limited 
"sectional interests", which seemed too arbitrary and subjective 
a criteria. How about women workers, black workers, young workers, 
gay workers, Italian-American workers, etc. ad absurdum. Are not 
they akl "sections". So nonce again the crassest liberal reform 
movement could. still present itself as a "workers * struggle". 

At this point we made the. first real revolution in our whole mode 
of thought: the workers have only one interest as a class-~the 
abolition of the entire wage-labor system, All other movéments, 
organizations, programs (except the unee against the. whole 
wages pu cren A are. pourecorex. + | as 
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of couse) I Fave: sbnaansed: ene: years” ee ie ar oe 
two different organizations (RSG, CWC) into 15 very roughly defined- 
stages. But the general conclusion we reached from our experience 
was that, there is no coherent theory of the workers Movement, | Ss 
-né means of drawing the class line, except to examine the general 
historic program a movement fights for. We are not saying that — 
workers have no interests within the system, but that those interests 
(within the system) are bourgeois interests, and the struggle for — 
those interests are bourgeois struggles (and therefore historically | 
obsolete). In retrospect, the conclusion seems amazingly Simple | 
and explains. reality with such coherent ease in contrast to tht . 
confusingly complex systems which preceded icy Self~evident as it 
is, perhaps its audacity was too intimidating. At any rate we 
first search high and low for some theory of the workers" movement © 
which did not isolate. us quite.so completely from the statas quo 
of reformist struggles. Phe. result. of our search: . nothing credible. 


To a large extent the demands of a wage~strike do not even 

reveal the real needs being felt by the workers. The social 
condition of wage-labor is such a totally alienating, and dehumanizing 
: experience that it becomes very superficial to view a strike: . 

purely interms of the commercial considerations at stake on the 
bargaining table (which is how the capitalist views the strike). 
The guy on the picket line feels a deeper frustration about his 
‘job and hatred for his employer and bosses than can be codified by 
the demand for 50¢ an hour more. 50¢ an hour.more is a convenient 
vehicle for uniting people, but it has little to do. with the-real 
needs of the strikers. In 1974 the Lisbon workers. staged'a general: 
strike around the single demand-~"everything!" Of course, they ’ 
did not expect to win everything, but they were. showing a‘desire ~ a 
| for class struggle against the whole system. The unions stepped 
in and negotiated a 100% wage increase which effectivély ended the 
strike. The workers did not win,.they lost. Their desire. fora _ 
struggle against the whole system was thwarted, They were defeated 
by a wage-increase, surely as the real revolutionary movement — 
grows the capitalist will try to play off out bourgeois interests 
against our class interests. They will concede half the pie to 
save the other half, 


Struggles around. bourgeois interests, inteests within the 7 
system, also give rise to disaffection of the workers from the 
very demands for which they are fighting and the organizations 
in which they fight. The alienation of workers from “their" 
ostensible labor unions is only one example. Every strike committee, 
Soviet, or factory committée, to the extent that it survives for 
any length of time, increasingly becomes an instrument. controlled 
directly by: oe ‘for. GUPEPeeeane: more eect sh of une 
workers. — 2 as es 


Special Oppression 


The- problem. of ‘special , oppression falls ‘within: the more | 
general category of reform or revolution, put *I do have a few. 
comments, Like any problem, the question of special oppression 
affords two ‘solutions-~one bourgeois and one proletarian. Communism 
is the only class response to special oppression, ordinary oppression, 
and all oppression. White workers objectively oppose racial . 
oppression when they suppat communism. What difference does it ‘ 
maker to a , communist black wonner: a the communist ae worker * 
Sa oe g. 2% wb Qe SE” Bose ee - 


may personally feel about him? In defending communism each 
objectively defends the interests of theother. The only thing 
the leftists "prove" by their liberalism on the race question 

is that they support the exploitation of all workers. The whole © 
race question is insignificant in contrast to the class question. 
All oppression is tied to the class question whose resolution 
resolves everything. 


Organization 


_ The leninist “vanguard parties" are really electaal coalitions 
competing for control of the trade unions or Soviets when they 
exist (or anything else they can get into including parliaments). 
In fact, there ase so many vanguard parties that one wonders why 
those petit bourgeois leftists cannot get. together a little more. 
But there is a big difference between rejecting Lenin's 

“vanguard party" and rejecting organization altogether. 
Revolutionaries must collaborate with each other, and that implies 
organization. | | 


But we do not need "disciplined" organization unless 
you mean purely voluntary self-discipline. If an organization 
has a central committee with coercive powers over its ranks 
(i,e., the power to "discipline" them) then you have hierarchy. 
The leninists diplomatically call it "democratic centralism" but 
their organizational structures are democratic hierarchies. Just 
as property laws codify the social power of the ruling class, 
democratic organizational rules codify the power of the hierarchy 
over the rank and file. Once you join a leftist group, voluntary 
as that decision may be, you must then submit to its leading 
bosses. The democratic principle does not really give the ranks 
control over leftist groups any more than it gives workers control 
of "ther trade union or the popular masses control over "thar" » 
government. The revolutionary movement has no use for the | 
subservient, demeaning mentality promoted by democratic leninist 
bosses from James Robertson to Gus Hall. “Democratic centralism" 
is the ideology of the little bureaucratic elites. The purpose 
of democracy is to create a popularly supported centralism, but ~ 
both democracy and. centralism are antithetical to the organizational 
needs of revolutionary workers. 


The Forward group has no organizational rules and no central 
committee. We are a purely voluntary association of individuals, 
without any authority over each other, who collaborate simply 
out of mutual need. Forward has me official statement, 

"Basic Principles", which is designed only to differentiate the 
general interests of the working class from the state-aapitalist/ 
leftist fakers, Anybody and everybody who supports the emancipation 
of the proletariat in its true meaning is invited to collaborate 
with us (and draw up their own version of the "Basic Principles" 
if they like as long as the essential thrust is the same). We 
demand unity on one and only one question: defense of the interests 
of the class. Within the broad practical class boundaries everyone 
is free to defend their own theoretical views. 

|The organizational method of Forward, a purely voluntary 


association without democratic hierarchies, corresponds to the 
methods which a real proletarian dictatorship will use. On the 


- 27 « 


other hand, we. are not 5 do-your-own-thing, free-for-all anarchists. 
The dictatorship of the. proletariat. will exercise GOCE Oe 
In fact, its purpose is to coerce the. Lumpen and petit bourgeois | a Z 
masses into industrial production. . But it will have no need to” 

exercise coercion against its own revolutionary Pepe eee . 
constituencies. — 


(Although everyone in Forward agrees with the be ous of 
collaborating with each other, the comrade you met with, Tony 
Scott, and Dave Ross. feel it is misleading to refer to ourselves. 
as an “organization" because of the immediate connotation of | 
bourgeois organizational methods: . hierarchy, subservience, 
bureaucracy, | etc. The others in the group, including myself, | 
feel it is more misleading ‘to deny ‘that we are an organization 
which denotes atomized individuals. Fortunately this difference 
of opinion does not affect our practical work and exists mae i 
as a problem of nomenclature. ) 


You mention in your letter that you fear a majority oo 
workers may not become revdutionary in time. to prevent some 
non-communist form of capitalist collapse. I agree, T fear that, 
too. Nobody is prophetic. But no minority can substitute’ itself 
for the class and liberate then inspite of themselves. | Either’ 
thea class as a whole joins the revolutionary. struggle, emancipates 
itself, or human culture does not reach a communist maturity. an 
Despite the alarming indifference of the universe. to. out problem, 7 
substitutionist shortcuts. won't Work. | ee | , 


Syndicalism. 


Syndicalism holds, as. we aoe Ane perspective of pbuilding a ; | 
unitary class ‘organization, put that is the extent of the agreement. 
The IWW of one USA or the Space ao for eo, were: quite, we t 
reformist, ; ete, 


Marxism ‘and the ‘Glass struggle : 


We use the formulation "the working sua TS “revolutionary. 
or it is nothing” on our masthead: because it is a-direct quote 
from Marx (at his best). Literally, of course, the formulation’ = 
is a little absurd (since the class obviously exists as an 
economic category whether it is revolutionary or. not). But the. 
poetic meaning is that the working class movement is revolutionary - 
or it is nothing. The Marx of the. Communist Manifesto (where _ 
he is not at his best) contradicts this. view with the opening. 
remark, "The history of all hitherto existing. society.is the . 
history of class struggle." | which clearly POR KE ene existence of. a. 
non-revolut ionaty working class movement... - - 


History has demonstrated that old. grandpa | Marx ‘got ereder to. 
the truth with some of his brief radical flourishes than his - 
more typical views. The only, modern class, which is organized 
and struggling in its own interests is the capitalist class. 
The workers have not yet entered the historic stage in defense ~~ 
of their class interests, but only. as separate, atomized pressue 
forces within the various. left wings. of. capital (unions, leftists, 
strike committees,. ultra-leftists, etc.).. The objective: function  — 
of the left wings of global bourgeois society is to create :the..- | 
spectacle of "workers' struggles" in order to rechannel and control | i 


a'38.. 


ier 
re 


the radical impulses of the workers. The "Marxism" of the 


Communist Manifesto and later the InternationalWorkingmen's 4: 
Association was still a. bourgeois ideology which played into 

and reinforced the mystifying spectacle of the “labor movement". 
Despite his heroic struggle to rise above the limitations of his 
age, the revolutionary proletariat will not be Marxists. Communists 
workers appropriate his authentic scientific discoveries (origins 

of surplus wlue, tendencyfor the rate of profit to fall, 
dictatorship of the proletariat) in order to rescue them from 

the ideological web in which he entangled them, 


Marxism as a theoretical system, has broken down under the 
force of its own internal contradictions confronted with such 
titanic historic events as the collapse of Social Democratic 
Marxism in 1914 and the subsequent demise of its more radical 
wings in the tragic spectacle of the Bolshevik “Revolution " 
of 1917. Even its most advanced expression around the Left- 
Communist KAPD (i.e., the Communist Workers International, the 
original "4th") were unable to revive the corpse. Marxism proved, 
in practice, to be no higher than the-revolutionary bourgeois 
epoch which produced it. A 


You write, "Just because the goal is mistaken does not mean 
there arentt material classes which are in fact in struggle." 
Why do you assume that the opposing material forces are class 
forces? To be sure, there are material forces in struggle, but 
they are mot necessarily opposing classes. The proletarian class_ 
force is a particular kind of force-- a global, conscious 
revolutionary forces. The actual forces in struggle now can 
modify the class #elations, but they are incapable of overthrowing 
them. They are conservative forces, intra bourgeois class struggle. 
History is not yet class struggle, but rather is becoming class 
struggle. The dictatorship of the-proletariat, the historic 
moment which will separate class society from classless society, 
will be the class struggle. 


Communist greeéings, Jon Spreague 


P.S. Although we "accused" Revolutionary Perspectives of holding 
what has become our position, they never really did. The former 
members of RP (along with Workers Voice) are now busy supporting 
the ‘autonomous wage-struggle" as the Communist Workers Organization. 


Forward Discussion Bulletin is published 3 or 4 times a year. 
A one year subscription to Forward (newspaper published 4 times 
a year) and the discussion bulletin is $2.50; yearly subscriptions 
to just Forward are $1.00. Send all correspondence to the 
following address: , 


Forward 

P.O, Box 60161 

1723 W. Devon Ave, 
Chicago, Ill. 60660, USA 


hy P.O. BOX 606k _ aay, | ! 
1723 W. DEVON AVE. an i 
CHICAGO, ILL. 60660 
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